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. AMBIGUOUS SENTENCES WITH “BE® IN THE NONSTANDARD SFEECH
OF NEGROES ARE DISCUSSED. THE AUTHOR HYFOTHESIZES THAT THERE .
ARE CIFFERENCES IN THE UNDERLYING SEMANTIC STRUCTURE (DEEF
STRUCTURE) BETWEEN NONSTANDARD NEGRO SFEECH AND OTHER
: - DIALECTS OF ENGLISH, AND THAT A "HABITUATIVE® CATEGORY MUST
g . E BE FOSTULATED TO REMOVE STRUCTURAL AMBIGUITY. A SAMFLING IS
: TAKEN FROM THE SFEECH OF NEGRO CHILOREN BETWEEN THE AGES OF 8
T0 14 IN THE WASHINGION, B.C., AREA. THREE SIMPLIFIED TREE
DIAGRAMS SHOW THE CEEF STRUCTURE DIFFERENCES WHICH GIVE THREE
BIFFERENT INTERFRETATICNS TO THE SENTENCES *I BE BUSY" OR
"WHEN YOU COME, I BE BUSY." IN ACDITION TO THE MODALS *wILL"
ANC "WOULE, " THERE IS A THIRD "HABITUATIVE" CATEGORY, WHICH
- REFRESENTS A RECURRING ACTIVITY ENGAGED IN AT SFECIFIC TIMES.
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Recently it hes heen suggested that there are differences in
desp structure between nonstandard Regro speech and other dielects of

English.1 I wish %o argue in favor of this notion by presencing evi- .

dence that certain copulative sentences with be are ambiguous and that

in orde:c' to disambiguate such sentences an Habituative category must
be postulated-~e categoxy which to the best of my knowledge has nmot |

been hypothesized in any of the publisaed descripticns of Nonstendard

or Stendard Englis .2

1Fo:r: example, Beryl Lofiman Briley, "Towsrd e New Perspective
in Negro English Dislectology," Americen Speech 40 (1965) p. 172, said
that *...Southern Negro ‘dizlect'! differs from cther Southein Speech
because its deep structure is diffexreat.®
(p. 175). In the same grticle she sHated that be is & 'simple future!
p. 175

This paper presenis evidence “hat her analysis of be is in-
adequate to describe langusge facts brought to light in the Urban Ian-
guage Study (UI.S) which is being corducted by the Cemter for Applied

Linguistics in Washington, D.C.

2200, for example, R, B. Iees, The Grammar of Fnglich Nominal~
izations, (The Hague: Mouton and Co.) 1966. Also see Sol Saporta,
"Ordered Rules, Dialeet Differsnces, a.nd. Historical Processes" Lg. 41:
218~-224 (1965) end Morris Halle, "Fhonology in Gemerstive Gramaz®
Word 18:54=72 (1952) fox some velevant comments.on g relation between ,

structuraliam ana dialec‘bology. L
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From the speech of a fou::teen year old mfo".:znazrb3 41 The Districst
of Coluwbia it has besn dete:mﬁ.ned that sentences such as R
(a) I be busy, )
oz |
(b) Yhen you come I be busy.
are three vays structurally ambiguous,4
The following trees displaey the. desp atructure differences which

serve to Jifferentiate tnese three pozsilile semtences.? Notice that in"

[

S‘l and 82‘ of SA and SB, regpectively, Modal has been selected whereas in

85 this is not the cese. Notice further that S1 and Sé differ from each

other because of the selection of different modais s Wwill and would. Thus,

.
PR

&
.‘g

a.lthough /U SB and S may have the surface representatn.on be busy
each has a different structural description: '

N N RS

theae findings are alsy corroborated by date from other inform-

ants ranging in age from 8 to 14. By chance, the fourteen year old in-
formant referred to is the same age as the characiter 'Duke' whose speech
was anslyzed by Bailey. Cf. Wuarren Miller, The Cool Vorld (Boston, 1959).
See footnote # 1. It is also interesting to note that in comparing ULS
vegults with the results available from William Labov's project in New
York City and Raven I. MeDavidl's project in Chicego it is apparent that
there is & variety of Nonstandard English spoken by large numbers of i
uxban Negroes. That is, in spite of the fact the speakers of this variety

axs widely seperaled in space their 1anguage displays a zemarkable same-
ness of struscture.
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4.& gsentence is prosumed to.be structurally amblgzous when it may
 hevs more than one deaoription angigred to :l.t by the grammar,

- )Struoture displayed in the trees ie si.mpliﬁed foxr the sake of
exzpoai’cian. , - :
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Rea.l:.za.t:.ons of (1 ) vhich are also accepta’ble to the mfomant are the

) follow:mg , ' E
B SR (2) (i) . Tomorrow morning when my mo'bher get up I will be busy. 43
- S ii) . Tomorrow morning when you comé I will be busy. P i
' . ’ (3) (i) = Tomorrow mozning when my mothex get up L'll be busy. i
;;- . ii) Tomorrow morming when you come I'll be busy. i
- : i
. . o The informant rajects the following: L
N . : . i .
. (4) (i)* Tomorrow morning when my mother get up I busy. 5
o~ . ii)¥ Temorrow morning when you come I busy. .
N : (5) (i)* Tomorrow forning when my mother get up I'm busy. B
. . (ii)* Tomorrow morning when you come I'm busy. il

g (6) (i)* Tomorzow morning when my mother get-up I was busy. i
). [ ) 5i)* Tomorrow morning when you come I was busy. ;
N (7) (i)* Tomorrow moming when iy mother get up 1 would be busy. 3
- ' (i1)* Tomorrow morning when you come I would be busy. }
P _ ’ Next, (a) is acceptable to the informant in the following senbences: ‘ .

(8) (1) Every da.y last winter when they would come by to get me e

] (i1) Evazydaylast wznterwhenyou come I be busy. '.
— B He would also accept, | ?: :

f - : (9) (i) Everr day last winter when they would come by %o get me %

-‘," I'd 'bG ) 53 -
: gii) Zyery aay last wintexr when you come I'd be busy. ?g
, (10) (1) Every day last winter when they would come by to get me Q
" Z : X would be .

N

' : (11) Erery Gay Iast winter when you come I would be busy. :
But he rojected, % p

- 63@‘ friend and colleague, FPhlilip Iuelsdoxrff, who is working om . g

" the ghonology of the dialaot %elis me thst I'Il in (3) may be phonetical- i
B - 4 ;es;im a6 u.zl] oz [ayl. )

A % wag m a?.ao £its this frame but other eviame gives suffi- ',

S o cient “rosscs :o:.* not ombi:nii:é bo- md ¥ag, ,;
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% vaéryﬂaylast winter when they would come hy %o ge'b me

*“very de.y last winter when you come I_busy.
Every day last winter when they would come by to get me
- I will be busy.
éﬁ,)* Every. dey last winter when you come I will be
{13) (i)* Bvery day lest.iinter when they would come oy to get me
I'1l be busy.
: i:.i)* Every day last winter when you coms I'11 be
i)* Every day last wintexr when they would come by to get s
I'm
(ii)* Hvexy day last winter when you come-I'm busy.

In this sentence it may be presumed that & strustural descrip-

tion of (8) bas the modal would in its desp structurs.-
Third, and last, {a) is accepteble to the informant in the sen-
tence

(15) (i) Every day, in the morning, when the othezs get up at oy
place I be
(1:'.) Every day, in ‘the moring, when you ccme I be busy.

The following sentences are unacceptable to the informent:

(16) (i)* Every day, in the momming, when the others get up at my
place I busz
' gii)* Every day, in the morning, when you come I busy.
(17) (1)* Every day, in the morning, when the others got up at my
.place I will be busy.
iii)* Bvery day, in the morning, when you come I will be busy.
(18) (1)* Every day, in the morning, when the others get up &t my
place I would be .
ii)* Evexy day, in the morning, when you come I would be busy.

(19) ii)* Every day, ip the morning, when the others get up at my
place I'm .
(i1)* Every day, in jbhs moxning, when you come I'm busy.
It is interesting to note that (a) is wnaccepteble in
(z0)% I be busy zight now, .
Kezm, ong ey mt conol'udo ':hn;b ba.is & su’bstituta for 'm in the Standard
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- (a) I'm busy Zight now.
- Thus, vheress in Stendard
(22) I'm busy .

(a single sentence} is competible with beth (15) and (21), in the Non-

standand (22) is acceptable only in (21) aud (a) is acceptable only in
(25). 5 )

I+ 18 on the besie of (15) and the non-substitutability of (a)
for (22) that we ave led %o postulate an Habituative category in the deep
3‘81119‘!?&9.8 This categoxy appears to have the function of representing
-& vecurring activity engaged in at specific times. _

Thus, (a) in (b) may have any one of the descriptions repr.esent«-
ed in S1,‘ 82, and, S}. This has been demonstrated by considering sen~ -
‘tences which must have ome of the three deep structure descripbtions but
xlot the other two. The disambiguating device, for purposes of presen?a'bion,

has been one or more time adverbials. Appropriate descﬁp'bions were in-

R O R A

S s

F

ferred in the cases of S1 end 82 from grammatical sentences which ine-
“volved morpkophonemic realizations of the modals will (See examples (2)
and {3).) and would (See examples (9) and (10).) plus compatible %ime
adverbliels. Ang 85 was acceptable as the only altexnative ia (15)
because 5, and S, (See examples (17) and (18).) were rejected as un-

grampatical.

1

L aﬂfwi evidence for-an Habituative category it not limited to
predicate adjective coﬁﬁtmotiona. - On the contrary, preliminary analysis

- detoristietse that the satie funictionsl category may be postulated in constitue

- enoy with ransitive and intrensitive vexbs, | ‘
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